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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections • 35 USC § 112 

1 . The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S. C. 1 1 2: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

2. Claim 1 recites the limitation "of the type" in line 1 of the claim. There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

3. Claims 15-17 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

4. The method of claim 1 5 and 16 are dependent on the system of claim 1 . The 
new claims will be examined assuming the applicant meant a system and not a method. 

Claim Rejections • 35 USC § 102 

5. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
states. 

6. Claims 1-3, 5 and 14-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Eder et al. (US 2001 /0034628 A1 ). 

For claim 1 , Eder et al. teaches: 

A consulting system-of the type which provides a consulting service of a specific 
field to a user across a network [0047], said consulting system comprising: 
a database system comprising: a plurality of problem objects, each of the problem 
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objects having an identifier, an execution condition, questions which will be given to the 
user [identification of the objects, execution condition through prior value comparison 
and financial data assignment, and plurality of questions presented to user. Figure 5A], 
and answers which will be selected by the user as properties of the problem objects 
[answers provided by user for each definition. Figure 5A]; [[,]] and a plurality of unit 
objects, each unit having an answer script for reflecting a result of a series of processes 
and including at least one of the plurality of. problem objects [system with multiple tables 
and ability to complete necessary calculations, 0048], the plurality of unit objects 
including a first unit object [prompting and calculations done within one object, Figure 
5A], wherein rules between the objects are defined depending on corresponding 
properties of the objects; and a service component for providing an interface screen for 
the consulting service to the user via the network [display interface to provide user with 
information over network, 0047], and for supplying personalized final answers to the 
user by performing the answer script if the user answers the questions supplied by the 
rules [extract data from database after user input, 0047], wherein the service 
component executes the plurality of problem objects In a sequence according to the 
identifiers of the problem objects which have been input as a property of the first unit 
object, and wherein the execution condition determines whether the problem object is 
executed or not [conditional questions to determine whether to prompt for input. Figure 
5A, 204]. 

For claim 2, Eder et al. teaches: 
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The system according to claim 1 , wherein the first unit object includes a second 
unit object. Eder et al. teaches multiple definitions that account for multiple unit objects 
[Figure 5A. 903-905]. 
For claim 3, Eder et al. teaches: 

The system according to claim 2, wherein the second unit object includes a 
property for a condition that causes the second unit object to be executed upon 
execution of the first unit object. Eder et al. teaches the ending of the first unit object 
with a prompt for the second unit object [Figure 5A]. 
For claim 5, Eder et al. teaches: 

The system according to claim 1 , wherein the service component operates 
according to a protocol for providing contents to at least one or more equipments 
selected from the group, comprising: a personal computer accessible to the network, a 
PDA (Personal Digital Assistant), a wireless terminal, a wire/wireless telephone set and 
an internet phone [computer system comprising of a client computer and an application 
server computer that are interconnected via a network, 0049]. 
Claim 14 is a computer readable medium of claim 1 . Eder et al. teaches the limitations 
of claim 1 for the reasons stated above. 

Claim 15 is a method of claim 2. Eder et al. teaches the limitations of claim 2 for the 
reasons stated above. 

Claim 16 is a method of claim 3. Eder et al. teaches the limitations of claim 3 for the 
reasons stated above. 
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Claim 1 7 is a method of claim 5. Eder et al. teaches the limitations of claim 5 for the 
reasons stated above. 

Claim 18 is a method of claim 1 . Eder et al. teaches the limitations of claim 1 for the 

reasons stated above. 

For claim 19, Eder et al. teaches: 

The method according to claim 18, wherein the first unit object includes as a 
property a compulsory condition which precedes the execution condition of the plurality 
of problem objects. Eder et al. teaches the existence of a condition that is executed 
before the problem object [Figure 5A, 204]. 
For claim 20, Eder et al. teaches: 

The method according to claim 18, wherein the first unit object further includes a 
second unit object and wherein the second unit object includes a property for a 
condition that causes the second unit object to be executed upon execution of the first 
unit object. Eder et al. teaches a function in between the two unit objects that is used as 
a condition to execute the second unit upon the execution of the first [Figure 5A, 209]. 

Response to Arguments 
7. Applicant's arguments filed May 9, 2007 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. The examiner respectfully traverses applicant's argument. 
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Regarding claims 1,14 and 18, applicant argues that the Eder patent application 
(US 2001/0034628 A1) does not disclose a plurality of unit objects that includes at least 
one of the plurality of problem objects, the plurality of problem objects including an 
identifier, an execution condition, questions which will be given to the user, and answers 
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which will be selected by the user as properties of the problem objects. Moreover, the 
Eder patent application also fails to disclose executing the plurality of problem objects in 
a sequence according to the identifiers of the problem objects which have been inputted 
as a property of the first unit object. 

Eder et al. teaches the identification of the objects [Figure 5A, 902-905], 
execution condition through prior value comparison and financial data assignment 
[Figure 5A. 204 and 209J and plurality of questions presented to the user [Figure 5A, 
205-208]. Plurality of unit and problem objects also exists within the system [Figure 5A, 
205-208 and 50]. The Eder application also clearly teaches the execution of the 
plurality of problem objects in a sequence, as shown in Figure 5A, blocks 902-905 
(identifier) and blocks 205-208 (problem). 

In light of the forgoing arguments, the 35 U.S.C. 102 rejections are hereby 
sustained. 

Conclusion 

8. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth In 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action Is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
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the advisory action. In no event, however, vyill the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Ajith Jacob whose telephone number is 571-270-1763. 
The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 7:30-5:00 EST, Every other Friday off. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Mohammad Ali can be reached on 571-272-4105. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more Information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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